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Dear Senator Moynihan:

This is in reply to your letter of il 6, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several constituents reg . g the l!otice of Proposed Rule Making
(Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235~ FR 54034 (1992). This Notice proposes
comprehensive changes to the C ssian's Ru1es governing the private land
mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. I have enclosed for your
information a copy of that part of the Notice that describes the numerous
proposals, plus two discussion papers released March 1, 1993.

We are sensitive to the needs of all 'Users of spectrum and the impact that
these proposals may have on their radio systems. We will endeavour to protect
private land mobile radio systems, including those of public safety entities.
Your letter will be included in the record of this proceeding and will be
fully evaluated when we develop final rules in the proceeding.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. We expect final
rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

<:!~IGrJ-'
Edward R. Jacobs
Deputy Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave

Division

ND. at CoplIIrec'd.~~-
~A8COE
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Respectfully referred to:

DANIEL PATRICK MOYNIHAN
NEW YORK
UNITED STATES SENATE

'.11:, ",."...

for such consideration as the enclosed

may warrant.

Sincerely, ,

1~1L.o .~
Daniel patrick(J:ynihan
U.S.S.





The Honor~bla Dani81 P. Moynihan
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come ot my attention that the FCC is
considering an action that {lJill severely_limit and
potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine~ radio
corltl~ol (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats~

Your Notice of Proposed R~le Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92
235 replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88.
Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface
models by keeping 10 kH/ spacing between fixed ~ommercial
(.lSeJ~S ar1d freqt.lencies used by RIC enthLlsiastsg "fh2 new Part
88 will allow mobile users 6n frequencies within 2.5 kHz of
fl~eq{~enci8s ~v~~ilab12 to us, eliminating saft USG of a"t least
31 of the 50 channels on the MHz band and 10 of the 30
"fr\8quenc:ies Of1 'ttlE 75MHz barld flOW llsed by hobbyists~

(nO?~2 cl"1an~els l1)ill l~j<ely b2 affect2dn
'" -,.:., i

of -:: ,-.~
....... ' •• _ ".:0 ~

This action will have a s2vere,detrimental impact upon me and
·the entil~2 RIC 110bby indust~y. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicocter could e~silv be shot out of the s~-_v by. . ..- -
2 mobile user TId have no t~ay of knowing abo~Jt. This Ci~eates

a seve1~e healt~~ hazard .

._ have been irv(Jlved f',Jr
l~a~:Los and 14 model airplarles , cars arld boats. In addition,
I !"f~:i '·,,leo? r~tL{(n(?f'OoC~Lt=-:5 c:.'n~.~i i. nc.;:·s =) rn(Ji;rJI-'~;;:! cha r'ger-s '1 f i D? Id.-.ac;=l:~ssor-jo(?!:;

af1cl oi;her P1~(3(jUCtS necessaY~y to suppor·t my t1obby~ Wh8~ yo~

consider tl,e!-'e are ~lurldreds of thousands of Oth2I~ RiC
!'1obbj'ists if' ·the U~Sc j!~st l:Lke ole, these pl-'oposed J~ule

changG5~ w~ll a'f'f(~ct ~~ lot of people ec()nomicaJ.lJ.y a~~d ~n

i;er~ms of employmen't~

I Loli'g2 y~u -to i~e(:onsid2~ t~lis" Keep lf~ kHz spacing bEtt~t?er~

~11]_ freq~~ncies ()n 75 MHz and 72 MHz bands available f8~ safe
use by RIC enthlJSlasts~ Please dOfl't elifn:inate this hobby
t [-1 i;~ t; h a~· !;i r~c] i_:.j Co; "!; :~::~~tT~f:~ n d aLi .;::. 1. ).... CJ Vi;? r" thE? P a. ;:- t 3!2i ~./E:•.~':\ r"'s:; 2. fie! !o1 ass Q

.-' -+
'_oJ I
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March 16, 1993

The Honorable Daniel P. Mo~nihan

Un i ted 5 tates 5enate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Moynihan:

I am not a particularly young man. I am certainly not an old man. I
guess Pm .iust your average Joe Ci tizen who llves in a single-wide
mobile home and dr ives a school ..bus for a I iving. I don~ t have a lot
of MOney but what I do have to spend for personal recreation I choose
to invest in radio controlled model airplanes.

I love flying MY MOdels. It gives me such enjoyMent I could scarcely
descr ibe it to you. I design~ draw and scratch bu1ld my own planes,
spending tens of hours creating a thing of beauty that I alii proud to
take to the airfield at Kawap airport and fly with MY friends.

Because I enjOY MY sport so MUch I wish to express My deep concern
respecting proposed rules being considered by the FCC (PR Docket
92-235). I f adopted, the new rules would greatly reduce the usabll i ty
of frequencies currently allocated for MOdel use. The increased
possibility of radio interference caused by the proposed narrower
bandwidths would increase the risk of accidents. The attendant
liability for such may well make it iMpractical to continue enjoying
the sport I love.

I take great pains to Make IIIj ai rcraf t safe. One of the ways I do
this is to carefully MOnitor mine and others~ radio equipaent to Make
sure there is no chance of radio interference. I f the nullber of
useable frequencies is reduced in effect by these new rules, the
remaining 19 of S0 currently used frequencies will becOMe congested
and safety will be sacrificed.

l wish to eMPhasize that SOlIe IIOdels weigh as MICh as 40 pounds and
have wingspans of 10 feet. I t doesn~ t take IIUCh imagination to guess
the possible result of lost control of such an aircraft. I would die
inside if I ever hurt anyone.

Please help IRE' continue the safe enjoyMent of lIlY pastilRE' by not
allowing the FCC to carry out these proposals for the 72 and 76 MHz
band f requencies.

Sincerely.

~ D,QfhJ---
(1,~~e; D. Hurd



February 5, 1993

Patrick Daniel Mounihan
405 Lexington Ave
New York, NY 10174

Dear Senator Patrick Daniel Mounihan:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in a local club called The Mid-Hudson Radio
Control Society, a club whose members enjoy constructing and
operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

OUr radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwiths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are



When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the
FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves
are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We
often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds
of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement
of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby prOVides many
hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



J Russell Ainbinder
12-7 Pond Way
ManQr~i!le N.Y. 11940
(516! 874-8679

I <:tIn dL::i~bled and del~j'./e a !jl"""it. n1i~ny hours of enjoyment from
constrllcting and operating radio control model aircraft. Also this was
m'~'1':.· than <'.:1 he'bb'y' to me when I sta.rted it wa!:': ,::l1~~o a fonrl of
r e h rJ t·:i 1i t i) t ion f 0 T" me aft e r my ace iden t .

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission. The preceding
is PH Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the
usability of the frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 to 76 Mhz Band this
band is for private, land, Mobile dispatch operations. However, Our
radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we share the band with. That we have had
no interference with each other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan.
As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the
radio-control frequencies and cause interference to radio-control
operations. As I understand it of the 50 frequencies that we are
currently able to use, but if these rules are adopted we will be left
with only 19.

When we fly our model aircraft under radio control we go to great
lengths to ensure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of ~he safety precautions we take are in
the area of careful coordination of the frequencies we use. If the
proposed rule changes are adopted the resulting congestion of
frequencies will cause the margin of safety to be greatly reduced.

Please understand that many of the aircraft we are talking about
have wingspans up to 10 feet, weights approaching 40 pounds and speeds
in excess of 100 miles per hour. The point of mentioning this is to say
that they are capable of causing serious injures or death and a great
deal of property damage. If an interference problem were to cause the
operator to lose control of such an aircraft could be disastrous! We
often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of
operators participate. The full complement of our frequencies are
essential to maintain our safety margin at these events.

Although I understand the need to meet the needs of other areas of
the freqllency use cOIIUnllnity, I feel that. the implemAntat ion c>f
PR-Docket 92-235 and the resulting increase in safety risks are an
unwi::'~e choice for the FCC to make. If the FCC feels that we are not ,=tS

important as the other users that this change is intended to help.
Please remember the investment "that we have made in our radio equipment
to keep the level of safety that we as modelers are proud of.



March 18, 1993

Daniel P. Moynihqn
203 Guaranty Building
28 Church St.
Buffalo, Ny 14202

Dear Mr. Moynihan:

UI PI DOCUT NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

93 MAR 19 AM II: 57

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
like'to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule.akins 192-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
thi.proposal~ Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites pu ts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
These agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budset cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height ahove average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mUe
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations.
operations form'the backbone of emergency communications

Such

There is also no provision for eliminating potential interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effective unless all stations change system standards simultaneously. This, in
reality. is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence o~·problems with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decod ing, data t ransmlssion, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in puhlic safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public ~afety

community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public
safety, I request that the commission withdraw this notice of proposed rule making
192-235.

I

~ ----------- - -----_._-- _._.
Sincerely, / -/' p~ /. .

i~/-~f/~~~
'/~W~Of 'Sheridan~Hi~way Dept.

Robert Wdowiasz; superintendent
Box 83 pitt Rd.
Sheridan, NY 14135



The Honorable Daniel Patrick Moynihan

Dear Senator

I have been interested in aviation for as long I can remember. 1am very active in a local club
whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are under consideration by Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is Docket 92 - 235. IfOOopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability offrequencies currently assigned for model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that ofthe 50 frequencies that are present available for radio control ofmodel airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use oftile radio control frequencies. Ifthe number
ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin ofsafety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable ofcausing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the
operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our mcxIels at organized events and contests were
hundreds ofoperators participate. We need the use ofour full complement of radio frequencies in
order to assure a safe flying environment.

1do not think it is wise ofthe FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of the land
mobile radio user at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours ofenjoyment to thousands ofpeople like
myselfand contributes to the advancement and development ofcommercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment ofmy pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
'out its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~~~



74 Oakwood Avenue
Bayport,NY 11705
March 10, 1993

The Honorable Daniel P. Moynihan
733 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017

Dear Senator:

I wish to voice my opposition to the proposed Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) PR Docket 92-235.

Those of us who operate radio controlled planes, cars
and boats for pleasure have recently converted all our
equipment at great expense, I might add, to conform to 1991
standards.

The 1991 change accommodated an additional fifty channels
inserted between our channels for other users. Fine.

This gives a 10 kilohertz (KHZ) sep~ration, and is
manageable. Now the FCC wants to sandwich TWO more channels
between the existing ones with a 2.5KHZ spacing for
commercial users. The equipment manufactuers are saying
this will be risky to both the new users and us. And it
will be costly, requiring re-conversion.

In addition to the FCC, we are governed by our parent
organization, the Acedemy of Model Aeronautics which, of
course, opposes the ruling. The AMA certifies each new piece
of equipment be£ore it allows it's use and continues the
monitoring therof.

Who will monitor and control the "other" users?

I think that there are already too many incidents
attributed to interference, to further increase that risk.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Very
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David Seiffert
2000 Grand Blvd

,I Schenectady, NY 12309

Phone (518)--377--3936

February 1, 1993

The Honorable Patrick Moynihan
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Moynihan:

I am a licensed Profe;ssional Engineer who has had a life long interest in aircraft. Since my
career has entrenched me as a manager, I have, for almost twenty years, enjoyed combining my talents as
a Mechanical &gineer and my interest in aircraft through the hobby of building and flying radio
controlled model aircraft. I am an active member, and serve as an officer in one of the half dozen clubs
in the New York State capitol district area.

I am writing to bring to your attention my concern, and the concern of my fellow modelers, over
the proposed rules under consideration by theFederal Communications Commission (FCC). Specificly
PR Docket 92-235. The)fllRlementation of these rules not only eliminate the use of many of our existing
frequen?es but woul<fbe aft irresponsible action for the safety of modelers and bystanders.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The FCC is proposing to create more lana mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. The result of this action would be many land mobile
frequencies will move closer the radio control and cause interference to radio control operations. It
appears that of the 50 frequencies, that are now available for radio control of model aircraft only 19
frequencies will remain useable.

Safety is a primary consideration for the modeling fraternity and guidance is provided by our
national organization, the Academy of Model Aeronautics. A primary consideration of safe operation is
the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. Reducing the number of available
frequencies will cause congestion and greatly increase the likelihood of interference which could cause
the loss of control of a model. .

Our models are not small toys. This is an adult hobby sport which can produce models as large
10 feet in wingspan weigh over 30 pounds. Beside the expense and effort that goes into the construction
of a model, they may cause serious property damage or injury if radio interference causes a loss of
control We often enjoy flying at organized events where 100 or more modelers may participate. This
substantial reduction in the number of frequencies jeopardizes our ability to fly safely.

I do not think that the FCC is wise in considering the this expansion of the land mobile radio use
at the expense of radio control modelers. I am sure that alternatives exist for the FCC to expand this
area w.ithout displacing an existing established group of frequencies.

Please help us continue the safe enjoyment of our hobby sport by assisting us in preventing the
FCC from implementing their proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.



The Honorable Daniel P. Hoyihan

Dear Hr. Hoyihan,

30 January 1993

I live on Long Island, and have been interested in aviation for as long as I can
remember. I am very active in two local clubs whose members enjoy constructing and
operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration
by the Federal Communications COllDission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned
for model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily
used for private mobile dispatch operations. HOIftfever, our radio control frequencies are
far enough apart from the land lIIObile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. I am told that 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to
assure the safety of the operators and the protection of property. Hany of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is ~iminished as proposed by the!CC; the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of ss.£.ety will be greatly deceased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as 111Uch as 30 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but lIIOre to the
point, they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contest where hundreds of operators participate.

I do not think it wise of the FCC to seek to improve· t:he operating conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby prOVides many hours of enjoyment to thousands
of people like myself and contributes to the advancement .and development of the cOlJDerc1al
aviation industry. We currently have a program, where we are instructing and teaching
school students how to fly, which includes instructing them is the responsibility they
have to always to fly in a safe manner

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposal for the 72-76HHz band.

Sincerely,
Raymond D. Huller
27 Acre Lane
HiCkSVJ;'l.}, N.Y. l.l80~

" ~jltf~~
I'



23 PARK CI RCLf;
'¥"ha:e plainS", New YOl'k 10603

(914) 428-5686

The Honorable Daniel P.Moynihan
United States Senate
Washington,DC 20510 February 2 1993

I am writing to object to the proposed rule making on PR
Docket 92-235.

I build and fly miniature aircraft which are radio
controlled.My particular interest is in Giant Scale which are
aircraft that can have a wing span of as much as twelve feet
and weigh as much as fifty pounds.These miniature aircraft
can cost in the thousands of dollars and represent a
considerable investment'on"my part.

There are two model airplane clubs in our area which
combined represent roughly 350.members.One of the objectives
of both clubs and the hobby in general is to involve young
people in the sport.We feel strongly that this involvement is
far more productive than many

that80Tm
(this)Tj
14.11 8 0 0 12.6 113ge4 456.8026miniaturethesp388.60day.7 420.68970/T1_0 1 Tf
14.0085 03.64297 121.4767 42-
ET3
BT
/9.451m
(clubs)Tj
49.(a)7 03.64297 121.WRAM783 456.8027 .802m
(clubs)Tj
15.1745 03.64297 121.(W5 4c.08te876 372.70Tm
(model)Tj
Tc 2241 03.64297 121.Radi22 420.63206m
(that)Tj
2.68851 03.64297 121.Aer22 420.662.6 ronglyobjectivesa r e a r e p r e s e n t p e o p l e t h a t f a r a n d h o b b y c l u b s p r o d u c t i v em a n y c l u b s



February 01, 1993

Senator Patrick J. Moynihan
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Moynihan:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club
whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new
rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase
the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private
land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use
interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told
that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths,10-aSsure the safety
of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio controrfrequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies is diminished as proposed by the t=CC, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build: but more to the point, they
are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference caused
the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use 'of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as
business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contribut~s to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Thomas H. Teifke
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies arc in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased. .

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.



1811 Avenue K

Brooklyn, NY 11230

(718) 338-9759

January 24, 1992

Senator Daniel Patrick Moynihan

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Hello Senator Moynihan,

At the end of 1992, the FCC issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making that deals with the allocation of mobile

commercial radio transmission frequencies in a baDd that is already in great usc. The band in question is that which is
used by thousands of model airplane pilots acroSs the country. These airplanes are remotely controlled by means of a

band-held radio transmitter that sends signals to a receiver on board the airplane.

The proposed FCC frequency allocations would leave in place those frequencies currently in use by model

airplane pilots. However, the proposed mobile commercial frequencies would be placed within very close proximity to

the already existing frequencies. Please allow me to explain the danger inherent in this proposal.

Model airplane transmitters are of relatively low power while the commercial radios that would fill the new

frequencies are of much higher power. Given that these commercial radios would be mobile in nature, the possibility

would exist of them being brought within interference range of a model airplane.

When deprived of secure radio communications, a model airplane becomes a dangerous weapon. Even a small

airplane, perhaps weighing 5 pounds, traveling at 80 miles per hour could inflict serious harm on person and property.

The proposed FCC allocations would transform a safe, enjoyable sport into a potential disaster.

A great many people from aU walks of life would be adversely affected by this ruling. Young children, retirees

and everyone in between participate in the sport of model airplane flying. It would be a tremendous shame to reduce

the safety of this enjoyable activity.

We ask you and your colleagues to defeat FCC NPRM PR Docket 92-235. There is plenty of room for

commercial radios without having to encroach on the leisure activities of so many American citizens.

Thank you very much for your time and concern.

Sincerely,

Jl1Jc /lL(
Mark Balch
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February I., 1993

Honorable Partrick Moynihan
U.S. Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator. Moynihan

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose
members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed-rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz bane!. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths
and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies
that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these
new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of-property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have \\1ng spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or
40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interferences causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds ofoperators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio users
at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement
and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
. proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

~A~~
David A. Earner
RR I Box 266
Hannibal, N.Y. 13074
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84 West Willow Street
Beacon, N.Y. 12508
February 8, 1993

The Honorable Daniel Patrick Moynihan
214 Main Street
Oneonta, N.Y 13820

Dear Senator Moynihan:

I am writing in regard to a recent proposal submitted by the
FCC (PR Docket 92-235) about which I am very concerned. I am
active in a local Model Aircraft club having 115 members, who all
share the hobby of Radio Control Model Aircraft building and
flying. I have been flying for many years and have invested a good
portion of my salary into the hobby. We currently operate our
radios in the 72-76 Mhz band in conjunction with private mobile
dispatch operations, however, historically our frequencies in this
band are far enough apart to allow us the ability to share the band
without interfering with each other. The new proposal by FCC would
allow for more mobile dispatch operations by inserting new
frequencies between the existing frequencies utilized by Radio
Controlled aircraft and will ultimately lead to interference! Of
the 50 frequencies now allocated for Model Aircraft use, over 30 of
them would be eliminated due to severe interference.

As a club member and member of the National Academy Model
Aeronautics (ANA), both I and my fellow modelers practice safe
flying of our model aircraft. In the past two (2) years we have
all converted our radio equipment to the new narrow bands set-up by
the FCC, at considerable expense to us. I presently own seven (7)
radio control systems representing several thousand dollars of
investment in model aircraft and engines!

Please be aware that some of these models weigh up to 30
pounds and may travel at speeds of 60 M.P.H. The cost of the model
is expensive, but more importantly, they .. could cause property
damage or personal injury if control is lost due to radio
interference which this new proposal surely guarantees! This
wonderful and educational hobby has existed for many decades and is
recognized world-wide. It is practiced by youths and adults alike,
so please help us to continue this wonderful hobby in a safe manner
by not allowing the FCC to carry-out this ill conceived proposal!

BL/jms-fcc.ltr



3/13/93
The Honorable Daniel P. Moynihan
733 Third Ave.
New York, N.Y. 10017

Dear Senator Moynihan,

I am a 33yr. old father of two, who en?oys many. hours
constructing and flying radio controU.a model a1rp~ne~ w1th my
family. I find this to be~ hOb~y to me~t and socrati~e
w'th eo Ie of the same interest. It 1S also 1mportant to me ~h~t
mf w1Fe ina cn1laren a~su ~ake interes~ ln ~he sport and part1c1pate
in various club activities such as, fun flies, family picnics and
educational trips.

I am very concerned about proposed rUles that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communication Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability
for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently
available for radio control model airplanes; only 19 frequencies
will be left if these new rules are



I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think that we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself
and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Ple~se help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,
1/ ~.

~-{~
/"


